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may also have their pious martyrs or "Shahid" who perished fighting on
infidel soil.

After this lengthy, but not unnecessary, preliminary observation on the meaning
of the word Jihad, I will now examine the causes which have led to its present
gross mis-interpretation, and I shall then quote the passages bearing on the sacred
war and on the conditions under which alone it can. be waged. This inquiry will
not only be of academical interest, bub also perhaps of some political importance,
because it is immediately connected with the question of the Khalifa and of the
Imam, as iraderstood by the two great sects, the Sunni and Shiahs respectively,
and by the Swim sub-sects of Muhammadan sub3ects. The matter is still veiled
in considerable obscurity, in spite, if not in consequence, of the explanations that
have been given from interested standpoints. We shall then be able to under-
stand the precise authority of the Sultan of Turkey on the Muhammadan Sunni
world; we shall then discover whether and how far the Mahdi was right in
opposing Egyptian encroachment and the invasion of the foreigner, and, if he
was right, whether this fact has, or can have, the faintest influence on the
attitude of Muhammadans under Christian rule, whatever their condition or
treatment. I shall show that it has "not, and cannot have, the faintest influence
on the attitude of Muhammadans under Christian rule, whatever their condition
or treatment. I shall show that it has not, and cannot have, such an influence
from a religious point of view, and I shall go further and prove that the most
suspected class in the Muhammadan community, the so-called WaJialn, is the one
that, under all circumstances, is the foremost in deprecating resistance to
constituted authority, however obtained and by whomsoever exercised. With the
utter submission of private interests and feelings to a usurper we have no
sympathy, as being opposed alike to common sense and the natural feelings of
mankind, but we have no hesitation in asserting that it is impossible for
any modern Christian Government to commit those acts which would alone
give a colour of justification to a Jihad by its Muhammadan subjects, even
with the prospects of success and the temptations held out by a victorious
neighbouring Muhammadan pov&r among the least patient of our Muhammadan
fellow-subjects.

An Islamitic Confederation, therefore, as suggested in the last number of the
IMa, a Persian newspaper published at Teheran, under the presumed direction of
the Government of the fehah, may be an interesting and perhaps even a politically
important suggestion. To consider for a moment that a Shiah interpretation of
Jihad will have an effect on Swims, or that a 8h%ali explanation of Jihad is
consistent with their religion if it implies an attack on non-Muhammadan. Govern-
ments, especially by their own subjects, who are assumed to be under a tacit treaty
of allegiance with it, would be far indeed from truth. We ourselves entirely
sympathize with every effort to cement the feeling of brotherhood among the
various Muhammadan sects, but we are equally convinced that, in proportion as it
rests on a religious basis and as that basis is understood, the result will be the
deepening of the loyalty of our Muhammadan fellow-subjects.

Assuming the translation of the Ittila article given by the Globe to be
correct, I find nothing in it that is an appeal to passion or prejudice. There is
nothing in the passages quoted from the Koran which can be construed as an
incitement to rebellion, fc< The hand of God would be over their (the believers')
hands," " superior worth would belong unto God, His apostle, and the true believers,
and the unbelievers would be smitten with vileness and afflicted with poverty," are
evidently passages capable of another interpretation than that of waging war witli
unbelievers. If the religion of the Gospel and of universal brotherhood says that
it has not come to bring peace to the world but strife, or if it enjoins " to give
Caesar what belongs unto Caesar, and to God what belongs unto God," it may be
inferred that it would be unlawful to give to Csesar what belongs to God, or to say
there is peace when there is no peace. No doubt the Ittila refers to the doctrine
of Jihad, just as an oppressed Christian community would, in the words of Milton,
call on the Deity to avenge His slaughtered " saints,*' but from such a reference to-
the main object of the article there is indeed a great distance; this object
is distinctly defined as being that of a defensive alliance.
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